** CURTIS"

abruptly. Is it not more probable, therefore, that these skid-
marks were made by a car travelling in precisely the opposite
direction ? submitted Curtis. The prosecution witness had
to agree, and his client was acquitted,

In another case there was revealed a very human side of
the Law. A notable public personage was accused of
driving to the public danger and the most valuable witness
for the defence was a man who said he had been driving
behind the defendant and could testify that he was proceed-
ing at a very moderate speed. The offence was alleged to
have been committed in the West End of London. Sir
Henry's witness duly testified as to the speed of the car in
front of him, but when he was cross-examined he seemed
unwilling to answer a question as to whjrjie himself was
proceeding at a^joiere 15 miles an hour^ For some time
it seemed as though the testimony of this witness would
lose its value, for he persistently refused to say why it was
that he was driving at less than his normal speed. Sir
Henry was greatly troubled. The case was obviously in
the balance in the mind of the magistrate : but during the
short and rather puzzling silence in the Court, the witness
suddenly came to a decision to tell the whole truth: " I
will tell you why I was going so slowly/' he said : " I was
trying to pick up a girl,"

" It's our case," said Curtis;  and he was right.

He secured the acquittal of a youngjVrmy officer charged
with manslaughter, of wanton driving and of being drunk
and disorderly, by a superb defence that evolved almost into
an attack on the police. His client had passed with flying
colours a test which Mr. Justice Charles said would have
beaten almost any man. The police had asked the officer
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